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Dear -r; PerkB, 

In your 'oluiibio article you refer to seversl CIA agents in 
attendance on tua Clay Ih&x; trial. I’d appreciate any further detail you 
can give me , including their idenxi fications. You should recall my interest. 

If - can sympathize Tilth the aoparent motive for the piece, the 
seeming end of objective journalism - and I, as e victim of its eon, Jo 
sympatni 2 e - i believe trie end product is not '.vha t you intended. You were 
grossly unfair to Art Devin mi;! excessively kind cf Ajmesworth. and Phelan. 

I have coma to know Art well. He is a diligent reporter, on 
honest man, and if there is bios in his reporting of any aspect of the 
assess inotion story, iri long us so elation witn. him I hove not detected it. 
if you had looked into his copy, tile only fuir basis cf juigTT'-ut., I believe 
you’d have learned this. For example. 111 his hsodling of Brailoy, who symbolizes 
tiv*t waieb Art detests, extremism. Bradley has nr??r filed suite against alimst 
everyone unu^r the suu, but not Art end his station (or m^.). Using, your reasoning 
you enu Id ” prove” my close and dyne«tv:aoV.ic oa.ooioti* r. ^ith sem* v the mea t 
notorious anti-Jemi tos# . .You ?ere also unfair to Art’s station. 

Ayneoworth and Paelan tre alike, yet different. I can understand 
how Phelan got turns! off, but not his or Ayne sworthSconduct . It is my information 
both went much further than you say, acting as intimidating investigators fer 
the* lefansa. As you know, much of Gorriaou’s ns te rial was stolen, n considerable 
inaibition, if his o’vr. <:,o*vl3dge of it did not sponsor what 1 think it suould navo. 

I have he n toll the witnesses were intarvia.ved in advance by this z iir and others, 
in advance of the trial, and in a way that could not but intimidate. Tneir activity 
during the trial was reported to ton by several people. It is hardly that of the 
reporter. Aynesworth has been 3 partisan since Dallas. dig reporting there ws 3 any- 
thing tut dispassionate# ha was the beneficiary of fin’cncielly valuable leelcs of 
7 ,*hat could not be leaked without the greatest impropriety, without corrupting the 
public or J media mind. I eenrot vouch for the ecnurocy, but 1 h w more ttrcin ''nee 
be 'ti told he h»d the use of Hrinr for 0 month as part rf his "rBFsrd" . The repor- 
ting of both is unlike th; : *t of Kevin, who is a beth-sides *an. 

And whn t of ycur paper ana X’imeV Doth, ere partisans, tour own paper 
net- not ones rty r ted whet 1 neve done e? news, has killed stories reporters con- 
sidered aaTs. I he vo hnd, at their requests, severe! me e tings v;itn the staffs cf 
b^th papers, lengthy backgroundings, -am reporters on more ih c n one oerssion h ve 
get : an me out of bed nt, 2 a.m. for this, ana ~ heve helped toera. -hey he ve , in a 
£ct, :jsad my material in their stories, featured, a couple, news, none. * Vi v books 
have boon news. I did the only book on tne Orleans case, but readers of the 
3un not kno"- it. The ’’robiow” of my first book wo* long dolave 1 so a deliberately- 
selected o artisan, unconcerned by fact, could slender it while ’’reviewing* * t wl'th 
much later work. Time could not be less dispassionate. Abcvo all, it has and is 
still suppressing ta© Zspruder film, which it owns end rise never remitted bo b? 
use 1 in any meaningful say. -Wid this pert of my HIOTOGDADHIC v-HIm ’A3H. Do, let 
me recoil the bibleJ "let him who has clean bends#, anu *’bet him who i 5 ? without 
sin...” I agree, it is time for the castinr* of stones. But hit. ‘he rirht guys. 

incher ly, Harold Isberg 


